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LOGIC, LANGUAGE, LITERATURE :

A Progranm for Collabporation

Zurope celebrated this year the Centenary of Wilhelm von
Zumbolds (1767-1833). And an attempt like the present to unify
the cosmos of thought, literature, speech, can find no better
matreonage than the name of Wilhelm von Humboldt. For his awmbi-
tisn had been the human coswos. His brother Alexander, after his
travels tnrough America, wrote the famous pages on the Cosmos.
Yilkelm rivalled with him and set off against the natural "Cosmos"
a second world no less complex or startling. He studied all the
loviguazes in nis reach, not only the Semitic or Indoeurcpean but
tne Chinese, 3Basque, Amerindian, and South Sea tongues as well,
tecause nhe velieved that the structure of language contained the
socrets of national individuwality, of history, of man's creative
Jdestiny. He treated languages as & historian of philosophy might
study tiae many schools of Greek thought, not for their own sake
out for a ccuplete picture of the possibilities of {the human mind.

Humboldt's legacy was left unused. 11 is only in the last
yvears that scholars have begun 1o take stock of the 250 or 300
languages of mankind as one great and marvellous disclosure of the
hurntan mind, To Humbeldt, language was a finished product rather
trhan a process of production. Therefore, the way a child learns
10 speak could not Turnish the clue to the creative process handed
down to ws in language. On the contrary, any comparison drawn from
the children's nursery must be misleading. It is in the highest
zoaes of our own intellectual life that we must look for analogies
wnen we try to discover the energies which created speeci and are

ne
recenerating it today.
. Under Humboldti's auspices, then, I am waging war against

the venerable superstition that philosophy can be successful with--
out philclogy, or vice versa. To me, language, loglc, literavture
are varicus forms of erystallization in one process. With this
nvpothnesis I seem to violate the central dogma of philosophy. But
amnicus Plato, nagis amice veritas. And I am afraid the solution
will nct satisfy at all the vekaviourist or even the pragmatist or
any partisan of a more cr less mcnistic scheoel. We are neither
idealists ner materialists. There are many predecessors in the

1d, Thomas Cariyle, Jchn the Disciple, in his character as the
ner ¢f the CGospel c¢f St. John, Friedrich Schlegel, Hamann.
ially in the last twenty years, uen like Majewski, Ebner,
, Cuny, Royen began to develcp forms cf thinking which may
e us tc deseribe the unity cf thought, speech, and literature.
new trend is by no means an accident. Without such an effcrt,
ne confusion in ithe social sciences and in the humanities would
increase. The deplorable lack of method in the social sciences
springs from the sterilizing atiitude of the philoscphers. Pride
always acts as a sterilizer. And it was certainly the pride of
philoscphy that i1t was beyond speech and not at all at the same
level. Languege was material, thought was idealistic. Thought was
in process, language in being. What if Humboldt is right and
lenguage is in process?
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What 1f Carlyle were right, and thinking is precisely as
much ¢t myth-weaving and dancing the dance of the seven veils as
any sartcr resartus can produce? Befcere going ¢n, I had better
adsnit that the correct title of this paper wculd be "Thought,
Language, Literature," cr, on the other hand, one could have co-
crdinated the three sciences invelved: Legic, Linguistics, Lit-
frary criticism., In one casc¢, the enumeraticn would have embraced
taree activities represented in the division of Humanities; in the
cthier, their three subject matters. However, the alliteration ef

the three "1's" proved too strong an cnticement. Thus my miad fell




language at the very begi:“ivé, and I am giving
a pointed example of language's power ov r & men'

Zogic, Pailosophy, wiskes tc be a science, the science
n tell us wnen sometalng is true. ‘Being a 'Sclence' of T
nhilosophy scoffs at the suggestion that language has to be
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ror \ued and pookwriting as well when thought is examined.
LLenev o critvic called the thinker a mere myth-weaver or a sar-
TOr re tus like any poet or maker of books, philosophy paid no
attenticn. The logician, proud of his scientific character, pre-

~'Ters sywbolical logic to the modest confession that he is a writer

(i bOC‘ and a speaker c¥ words. It is strange that departmental
wrath saculd be roused by a statement which allows the philosopher
ple} bri 2 the gulf between the scientists and everybody else.
Saculd ne not ve proud o be the model man who 1s allowed tc rep-
resent the cenuine liberty of man to speak his mind? 3But to cone
nome Irom the Odyssees of the special sciences, to the comsion
truth for all, seems less satisfactory than to be an expert in a
special science of truth.

in stating now the case of the philologist, we cannoil
gucte individual opinions so much as the departwental situwation.
This situation does not sugszest that languages are in need of any
philesophy. I studied Greek, Latin, Arabic, Gothic, without ever
rearing of any linguistic principle. The departuments are simply
divided according to languages. Wihen Rudyard Kipling produced
nis nctorious speech as Rector of S5t. Andrews, .in which he asserted
vefore the student body that the first man who invented speech unust
rave been a liar, a man who wanted to cheat his fellow men, there
was ne rcar of protest from the philologists to call him to order.
/“udern linguists do not think that the power of language is intim-
~ately ccnnected with the power of truth. They &0 not assume thrat,
as Aristotle said, truth is the obvious aim in speech, and lying
nly secondary. The whole idea of levels in speech depending on its
negrness to trutn is unheard of. The science of truth and the
iences of languages are separated. Language is thought of as be-~
ng a tool, a gadget at man's ready disposal tc serve him whenever
e wishes to put up this or that air. Locking down upon the age
o revelaticn, we are safely embarked on an age of velation, words
being degraded to the level ¢f brass tacks. ,

Turning to the third group of activities, literary criti-

cism and comparative literature, things are somewhat different.
ot that the philoscpher learns from the critic, but the literary
critic sometimes makes the deepest remarks on logic and language
which fatally remain unheeded by logiclans and linguists. I remem- Aa
Ter, for example, certain lines in Mr. Thivaudet's book on "”rente
Ars de Vie Frangaise" which may serve as an illustration how even
laws can be discovered which completely escaped the logiclan or the
Llnollst Thivaudet focuses on the fact that Dergson's famous use
cf the word "Durée," duration, is a deviation from common usage:
"Jne crose gqui dure signifie d'crdinaire une cnose Qui ne change
vas. Au sens bergsonlen, durer c¢'est changer, changer comme on
crange ern vivant. Des lors dans" je suls une chose gqui "dure" le
verge 8tre n! esU_pao & sa place. Le mot "je suis" empéche la

Y duree de couler, G est gque la langue est 1l'oeuvre d'une meta-
prysique substantialiste inconsciente et que la philosopnie devrait,
si en elle etait capable, se creer un autre langage, quelque: je
deviens un avenir qui dure. Iais il est con forme a une
plus profonde encore gue 1la

losop h ie, s'insérant dans uwun 1lan-

e gui est fait contre elle en épouse 1la

rection pour la déopasser." Sohere the

tlc drops th Utopian subgestlon that thé thinker should invent
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& profound law, pnliosopny must be interpoclated into language
cn insertion, must go with the lunguage in language's own s
ctiocn in order to become capable of surpassing it. What a
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crnseguence Ioer the znist
nhilesenhers who always T
Tishes on iand. We learn nhere that une
ill he uses the woerd in an extrese sense
he limits ¢f the word's meaxing. Yords -
anged and traunsforued, scmetimes peurlf;eu
ing passed through the thinker's wmill.
ve tae recls cf thcugalt wnchanged, any
ne seedved cf lenguage. Werds die in cur
o ted. Tc¢ taini: means to translate frcwm crne
2 etter language. At this mcment we are nct
s he Tinal truth of ¥r. Talbaudet's discovery
a Ted by cur guctation that thought doces
S0 It kills words, for exampie. If this is
T Quire what logic dces to language. And
10xik ain ifil;lerPLu tc the fact that it has
Qs vage. That 1s way we wish Te speak here of
Thougnt, speech, and literature as cone united effert cof nmaukind
tc disclcee cr tc coneeal the truth., Our hypothesis is that they
“are rays c¢f cne Tire burning in man to ceommunicate to or to hide
from nis fellcw man his siare c¢f Truta. And we ‘throw out the
nypctnesis that thought, language, and literature, in so far as
taey are means of ccncealing c¢r revealing truth toc ourselves, to
a nartner, cr t¢ all men, are ruled Uy the same laws. With out

hjnct‘esis, cur intenticn nmight be misinterpreted as
: t0 the many warnings of wice wen to give heed tc lan-
guage. Taese warnings are, ¢I course, c¢f great usefulness.
cerneps 1 way gucte from Whitehead scme lines on language:
”L“uouube delivers its evidence resvpecting the width of human
experience in three chapters; one cn the meaning cf words, ancther
cr. tne meailings enshrined in grwmmaulca¢ forms, and third, cn
aHAnDo beryond brammatxcai ferms and beycnd individual words,
meon ngs airacvlcusly revealed in great literature." It is cne
¢ the great joys to find restated, in an age of prese, the con-
Trivuticns to truth made by pcetry. Bulb thousgh grateful for
Thitenead's restoraticn, we shall go a step Turther, for which we
are 1ot at all sure of his approval but which opens the possibili-
ties ¢f & wide realm c¢f new informaticn and research.

n sciwe ¢of Thomas de Quincey's Issays he gets near to cur

I
viewvncint., Wienl ne disccvered that the Greek idea of an enthymenm
“wes not 1limited to the Teormal omissicn of cune link in a syllogis s,
out thet the field ¢f the enthymem was the Whole realm ¢ life in
walch 8 wen tries tc give an acccunt ¢f life and reality without
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the nelyn cf expert knowledge, he faced the central situaticn in
vaiich thoughat, speech, and literature are all present in one crea-
v

and taxe on the power cf outlaqtlnb mere than cne occasion.

n Tnils sense, cne might say, a speech freowm the hustings cf Athens,

scoxed &t net with the impatience ci thae Platonist but with the

\devetion cof asn etb;o*cg st dLSC; ses tne threefcld character cf

wCr@s: I tninking alcud; in the dialcgue,
;:

tive effort. The uttver contempt o¢f philcscphers for cratory wust
e blllu us to the Fact that any speaker o the platfora tries to
sneak nig mind in a lasting way, and that taerewith, he is strug-
sling wlt the living werd in a unified effert. He has to think in
tne monclogue we call thougiht, he has to speax tc an audience by
wrich he gets involved intc a dialcsue, and he is hoping Tor a
Lasting effect Dy whnich his werds SLLlL Le ccme devached frem thne
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e speaks fcr fulure re

o
is
‘g ¢ nis hearers, arnd
c ecticn. By 'pleclogue' I mean
5
[

il Lt cll

a of speecL walch can be preserted to wmore than cne audience,

1) pDieicn velng already used in this sense in natural science.,

= the mcenclegue, thinking branu“ed ¢fi as a special realm, and

g leglony was deVPlOpPQ literatur Today, with two thousand
TE c¢f cecntemnt for rreterics Oe“lhd us, we think c¢f thought and

‘ ture as twe activities which are practically separated frem

lc problems. We exercise cur reascn today by reading b
arvicles and books. The intermadium stage of speaking cur:
rarely inserted. Thls creates the illusicn that we ucan

IR

€N
ot

Aty
[

o

i the pleclcgue c¢f "a possessicn:
]

32




4
side the realm ¢f speech. This belief is at the boivicm of
istemclegy. And it seems teo wme this fallacy 1is alsc de-
Kipling's wittly remark on the first speaker as Dbeing a
sling thoushkt ¢f his hero as a man who could tell lies be-
new the truth o ut s 1 de c¢f his speech. The mecdern
cniceals frem nimself the fact that nc tnoaghb can ccme in
T the majerity of man except in listening. Most peonle

take in the reasoning precess by listening and auswering. The

ciric inducticn ¢of tne dialogue makes us partiers in truth.

o The social situaiion is over, we are empty again. The idea

t man issthinking all the time extends the special attributes

= Thinker's situaticn to the wmen on a football team or the
necple in the kindergarten cr a typist's cffice. In reality, we .
disccver as many new things about ourselves cor about the world or
actcut cur veilefs tarcugh speaxlnb cut and writing down as by
thninking inwardly. The revealing and ccncealing process 1s equal-
ly at werk in all taree aggregate states. This could be cverlocked
o optimists to whem thcught within a mind seemed to be always aim-
ing &% trhe truth. But man is as eager tc betray himself as others,
ené uses as many tricks to cheat his cown conscience as that of
cthers., Thought is, in itself, no mcre proof against the fallacies
¢f passicn, prejudice, and interest than speech or writing. Think-
ing can be myth-weaving exactly as fiction is. And literature
strugales for truti just as desperately as thought. We have no

reascn either for a special optimism in regard to thought's sin-
cerity or for a particular pessimism with regard to the bock
writer's mendacity.

VWihen we ask ourselvp what can help us to reduce the fcrms
¢t thought, the forms of auguage and the 1orms of literature oO
Cne scurce- alphabeu cf forms by which man VellS and disclcses him-
self to society and by which society itself is disclosed cr veiled,
we can point tc Geethe's remark on a "Source-Alphnabet," Uralphabet,
existing in mankind. This primeval statement was, after all, made
oy a master cf the word, perhaps its greatest ‘and most comprehen-
sive embodiment for centuries. For Goethe was a singer and narra-
ter ¢f his folklcre and mother-tongue, the most reflective phil-
osonher of nature, and the creator and chamnion of the idea ctf a
Weltliteratu He had been told by a physicgnonist that, judging
frcm nis sLul¢, ne was the born popular speaker. Not only were
writing, speaking, writing all equally poweriul in Goethe, but he
never dcubdbted that they were at beticm one and the same process
That cenviction maekes his apherism on a human Uralphabet ilmportant.
Sc let us again risk the assumption that man 1s essentially '
CVC?TACd with disclosure and velaticn. That ma is divided frcn
ani m&l nature by the one fact that any group, naticn, tribe, member,
wmen individual, wherever we find him is occcupied in justifying
imseif to ki mQGTf tc cthers and to the kind. This explains why
AJ is wearing clc»nes why he is making speeches, why he 1s reason-
ing and why he 1s writing books. It explains alsc why we are all
~igtening tc the 'scruples of curselves, to the gossip cf our neigh-
peurs and te the wisdom cf the bocks. ilan is in every moment bound
uo with ais kind in a way no cther animal is. At every given mouent
men answers Tor his attitude by true cr false statements. He is
perpgtuelly active in disclosure and velaticon, perpetually passive
in eﬁCLC sure and reception. Nankind 1s present where a man exists,
moassadors of the kind to 1ts mewmbers may be the man's mind
, Gr tae ears ci a pariner, or the eyes of a reader, or all k
€E. But they all speak and ask for informaticn in behalf of the.  __ ¢
6. And man answers, by revealing or cencealing, all the time for'
attitude. With this as & basis, it is not improbable that a
crz stiructure may . permeate the mental, linguistic and literary
esses by which man answers for kis behaviocur. Why should we in
nxing with ourselves use a qtructuru completely different frem -
¢ structure ¢f an account written for the public, cr a respcnse
iven te cur parcats in sc many words? Differences like that
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g end lenghand writing, but there is, for example, not the
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¢ix we shculd be expected To
the paragraphs and sentences
process, we are presented as
lg

vhy in wri

subject Ti
in the reascning
rom cne siert sy
nan's cuget is ¢

ism tc¢ the next, It is zmcere

reat unity, precisely like a

zical CCnﬂeriCn b the shertest particles

Leek ¢f theught within hdmself are c¢f little

tc Ged or hiwmself. A lcgical errcor would then

2 iy sitting con an elephant's back. The struc-

t theought is not altered by a vreakx in the chain

e philcscpher's noticen that he has refuted his

nas pr cvod a lcgical slin is a pocr idea. A man's:
1 even touched ba this kind of argument. A man's

T a piece as a naticn's literature. -

The great precess in man which is expressed by the pclarLuy
‘T discicsure and dleseLbluucc we may perhaps call our answerable-
I3 Tnis perpetual stream of answers is given in the face c¢f the
! vi_u, under tihe eyes ¢l man's God and to the ears ¢ man's
nd ~xind, World, God, whoever is addressed, still cne cf the
Sthnree is addressed and must be address ed either by thought, speech
cr beock by every human bDeing in every moment of his life.. Often
ihe groun acts on behalfl c¢f its members, declaring to cther groups
wrat it stands for. But declarations of independence cr declara-
cng of interdependence are made incessantly by humanity. The
1ls, expressed in tuOoP declaraticns, may reflect intenticns, cr
ries, complaints or war-cries, doubtis, cr certainties, desires
ear It 1s always an apologila pro vita suea, whether a2 naticn,
t pret or a burdened conscience explain to Geneva cr 10 pes-
cr tc Gecd what they are actually compelled to beceome. Ve
bl rpose “"compelled tc Dbecome. Recause the alleged ac- )
cf man 1s 5T9utlj exagrerated by all those thinkers whe for-
:n's answerableness. ien's activity is pretty much limited to 4y,
acice tc conceal or te disclose the truth of what i is happening
To kim whe deces not like tc betray himself, (moqt “he can say
, is that he did not make himself or his so-called actlens,
wLereas was indeed able to decide abcut his amount cf hypcerisy
atout his acticns., Our contributicn to our bicgraphy is essentially
cur decisicn heoew far we can g¢ with the truth. We all cannct go 3
very far, DBut the classificaticn ¢f a perscn's power is greatly
derived frem the differences in this respect.
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s _ I cther words, man’'s real action is centained in the myth-- g
veaving cr truta-disclosing business. This is our action. For the 2
rest we belcag to nature. Now, a venerable tradition pretends that
theught is theory and that hands are practical. 'From the peint of
view that wan is an answerable creature, thought, speech and lit-
erature are ais bre&test acticns. Decause sccilety is ceonstantly
deternined by a man s cncice to cbey his fear and tc dissemble the
t;d?h, ¢r by his ccurage te tell himself cr cthers what is the matter,
Sceiety is constamtly changed and transformed by these ccnfessicus cr
suppressions ¢f what just haeppens in ocur minds, our greups, cur des-
Tinies. And this is a material precess alsc, as Zrasme de llajewski A
561ntéd cut. Anybcdy kncws that words can b@ noisy, that our senses
, are strainfd by hearing and follcwiag an argument, that a long meet-
~0g can ruin cur nerves. till we are constantly denying-the obvi-
Spsktrut; that it takes energy, physical entergy to tell the truth.
+n8t mesy cases ¢f lying are just so wany cases cf mere wealkness,
tecause we nave uct the nerve te tell the cther man quite what we
V”A“flcx Lim or curselves. Qur statement that man is invelved all
the time In a prccess of repcrtage and self-justification can ncw be
%u7o*eme“ted by thne other that man is cften not in a pesition tc cobey
Vn|s cnallenge, The spark which he is expected te send into the
othcrr ¢f electric current in the community does not come because
ne feels too weak and wishes to conceal his weariness. 1ot makes
“1r lie or revicent in times where he wculd speak;, it maAeb Lim ob-:
durate where he would listen if he just felt strong and healthy
encugn, Gg@Cea lment thereby is lcsing its equality with dlschaure.,w'
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be the escape from dﬂsclcsurv. it
there 1is disclcsure c¢f truth all

tine.
b »d to warm, cr ill as ccm parea 16 healihry, 1ly-
i itself, bHut a chsﬁb171bv furnished b the ex-~
i £ trath. Scciety is bas ea on truth, on the
t answers, because all efficiency of lying and
hAvnceriasy is baseﬁ on the successful usage of ‘means sanctified by

connection with true statements made befecre. We can c¢nly

slay safe because others were foclish encugh te speak their mind.
Trus we cail quete then.

‘Wow we have enumerated already, in a casual way, some modes

benavior i the precess of disclesure. A man can hear a ccmnand,

ne ¢hn iuntend to go somewhere, he can anlcunce an emoction, remewmter
experience, cor he can try tc describe simply what happens
enever he takes up the receiver and begins tc Trust the

o} 1
ol current of the living word. DPerhaps we can find that lan-
Zuas izerature and the sciences taken here as the realm of thought
shew ces of a certain equ*’ibtium vetween these different forms cr
mcde expressing the truth. In-case the different ways of in

foerm the klnc ferm a certain systenm, the original” Fgurce aI% abeu
of % hama% cJI weuld oeccme rea¢. -

Let ne begin with a most simple statement It is a trite
truism trhat poetry may be divided into dramatic, 1yric and epic
forms. It is or seems a platitude that grammar knows of Imperative,
indicative, Subjunctive cr Optative. It is not difficuli to see
nes in an offhand way the ccmparison between lyrics and the opta-
ive is more strikxing than, let us say, the participle in grammar,
; ‘;e merch of dramatic action fits well into the scheme of a
atical imperative, and that the epic style and the indicative
c: ,ra:mar reflect the same mood. This cffhand remark must of course
be deepened and corrected. Now, the dramatic plot and any Impera-
/tlve nave this in common, that beth are pointing forward teo an un-
settled future. In primitive Greek drama the unsettled thing is.
cften cnly the reccgniticn of clder facts, the anagnorismos; still,
the "Heimarmene," fate, is felt on the stage even in such a case.
How much more if—in modern tragedies—the end is left uncertain
ti2]l the last minute. Likewise he who: acts under the dramatic cem-
wulsicn cf an impetus which leads-on intec an unknown future is in-
veived in a process in which he will be moulded. The uncertainty
about the futura combined with a disregard of the vast, the para-
drxical devendency on the future despite its risks is ;e4t in the
case ¢ Tthe Imperative and oi the drame. Combare& with drama, any
ekt descripticn like the chield of Achilleus in the Iliad or the
“"”1cs cf Anacrecrn are both relatively timeless. They are both
much less interested in the time element of the experience they try
te convey. An external fact is described, an inner movement is
pictured., As to the ilemories, quotaticns, Formulas aocut the past,
the waveidable ceanventional elements in any pcetry, they are turn-
ing the mean and his audience to the past. ZEpic and formula in
ncetry are cften taken tc be cone. But it is more fruitful tc dis-
T*W"“"te between the hieratic elements in poetry—I1like the Homerlc
Ton d'apcemeibomernics presephe ephele gereta Zeus, this collection
.oy M(uro and D&TulClpLeo, and the descrintive elements which indi-
thelr vigorcus verbal Indicatives, the active and present
icn. Indeed, the past found guite a different expressicn
r
U
T

cate, L7
{ oDservati
A grasmar than the simple Indicative. Tkhe Perfect with 1ts fre-

;¢ca+1cn as in the word memery iiself, in dedil, Derdiii,
¢., shows what sharp a tensicn exists between the shert
e Imoerqt ive dic, duc, go, march, the Indicatives 'it
'it snowed, ' and the ”PQ nlic ateﬁ cr prelonged form by
tried tc characterize the miraculous standstill of the
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'Exvig still steht die Vergo LLelb.' Tow conn the level .of
. 9 - g
erary wcrkxs, there g S to te the same contrast ve-.
ranatic and chastro phical suddenness c¢f explcesicn in a

tne wide-svrung well- ar:ance& fermula of the conventicn-
e of the law for exarple with its breath-taking regarded,
arded furthermcre, whereas...whereas...and so on for pases.
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